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The attitude adopted is tentative, for it is based
on the position, at which we are supposed to have
arrived, that the experience of any one person, or
set of persons, about Good is limited and imperfect,
and that therefore in any attempt to describe what
it is that we hold to be good, to compare Goods
among one another, and to suggest an absolute
Good, we can only hope, at best, to arrive at some
approximation to truth.

I.  This attitude is explained at the outset, and
certain   preliminary   points   are   then   discussed.
These are:                             c                            105-108

(1)  Can any Good be an end for us unless it
is conceived to be an object of conscious-
ness?   The negative answer is suggested. 108-110

(2)  In pursuing Good, for whom do we pursue
it?   It is  suggested that the Good we
pursue is

(a) That of future generations. Some
difficulties in this view are brought out;
and it is hinted that what we really pursue
is the Good of 'the Whole,' though it is
not easy to see what we mean by that 110-119

(S) That of 'the species.7 But this view
too is seen to be involved in difficulty. 119-128

II.  The difficulty is left unsolved, and the con-
versation passes on to an examination of some of
our activities from the point of view of Good.    In
this examination a double object is kept in view:
(i) to bring out the characteristics and defects of
each kind of Good; (2) to suggest a Good which
might be conceived to be free from defects, such a
Good being referred to as * The Good.'